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REMARKS 

Claims 13, 16, 19, 30 to 32, 34 and 35 are 
pending. Claims 17 and 18 have been cancelled and 
their limitations are incorporated into Claim 13. 
Claim 15 has been cancelled as unnecessary. Claim 14 
has. been cancelled in view of the amendments to Claim 
13. 

Claims 13-15, 18 and 19 were rejected under 
35 use 102(b) as anticipated by Lujano et al . Claim 13 
has been amended to clearly state that the Bragg x-ray 
reflections characteristic of an atomically ordered 
zeolite are not present as set forth on page 25, lines 
12 to 16 of the specification and Figure 9. This is in 
contrast to Table 1 of Lujano et al . Reconsideration 
of this rejection is requested. 
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Claims 30 to 35 were rejected based upon 



double patenting. Enclosed is the required Terminal 
Disclaimer. Reconsideration is requested. Notice of 
Allowance is requested. 
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